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Physical or ePoster?



Start with the Format

• ADSA physical poster (Annual Meeting)
o No more than 48” high x 96” wide
o Metric units
o Top has abstract number, title, authors, affiliations

 Lettering 1 inch+ (> 96 point font)
 Picture of yourself near abstract number



WHAT (objectives)

WHY (introduction)
• 3-5 bullet points 

explaining why the 
research is important 
and establishing the 
research gap

HOW 
(materials and methods)
• Experimental design, 

treatments, experimental unit
• Basic collection details (age, 

what data was collected and 
when)

• Statistics 

Major Components



Major Components

WHAT HAPPENED? (results)

SO WHAT? (conclusions)

Sponsors, acknowledgements, references



• White space
o Align headings, text boxes, table values
o Have logical places for the eye to ‘rest’
o Choose 2 or 3 columns, move from top left to bottom right

Recommendations



• Text
o Bulleted phrases instead of full sentences
o Concise, numbered lists
o Pick one block text font and stick with it 
o Be careful about capitalization

Recommendations



Recommendations
• Colors

o Font: Black or very dark
o Background: solid white or light, 

watermarked simple photo/logo
o Charts: All the same or meaningful 

differences
 Gradients for titrations
 Red for negative control, green for 

positive control
 Related treatments grouped by color
 Outline chart bars in black
 NEVER use shadowing



• Data
o The tradeoff: 

 Charts = easier to understand/interpret
 Tables = more efficient use of space to convey information

o Include P-values, SEM bars, axis labels, units
o Less is more. Focus on what is most important.

Recommendations



Recommendations
• Pictures

o High resolution 
o Increase to 100% on screen to ensure they are not pixelated

o Relevant, clear, useful



The Good, the Bad, and the Ugly



The Good, the Bad, and the Ugly
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ePosters - Start with the Format

• ePoster
o 40.97” wide, 23.04” high (16:9 ratio) in landscape orientation
o Font size 28 +
o Metric units
o Select “Loop Continuously until Esc”



Number of pigs born alive has been a key factor of the increasing efficiency of the U.S. swine industry. 

However, with increased pigs in the uterus, birth weight has been negatively impacted, with more small or at-

risk pigs being born per litter. In order to overcome these changes, a study testing three commercial oral 

drenches against a control to determine which would increase average daily gain and decrease preweaning

mortality. In a completely randomized design, 877 one-day-old suckling pigs from a high-health farm were 

selected for the experiment if they appeared to be in the bottom 20% of bodyweight compared to their 

contemporaries. Selected pigs were given one of four drenching treatments: 1) none (control), 2) bioactive 

proteins (BP), 3) high energy sugars (HES), and 4) immunoglobulins (IgY). Pigs were weighed on d 1 and d 

19 of age (weaning), with mortality tracked during the suckling period. Data were analyzed using SAS v 9.4 

(Cary, NC), with pig as the experimental unit and an accepted alpha of 0.05. Treatment had no detected effect 

on birth weight, weaning weight, ADG, or mortality (P = 0.79, 0.96, 0.86, 0.38 respectively). Likewise, 

statistical contrasts were used to determine there was no detected impact (P > 0.10) of drench, regardless of 

type, compared to the control in any measured response criteria. Interesting, pigs drenched with BP or IgY had 

numerically lower preweaning mortality (11.2 and 11.5% respectively), than those administered the control or 

HES (15.4 and 15.2%, respectively). In conclusion, this experiment showed no significant difference in the 

performance between piglets given no product vs. those drenched with bioactive proteins, high energy sugars, 

or immunoglobulins. However, additional research is warranted with greater replication or disease stressors to 

better understand if oral drenches may improve preweaning performance or mortality in different situations.   

O. L. Harrison, S.K. Tauer, B. R. Frederick

Effects of ingredient composition of oral drenches in small piglets 
post-farrowing on average daily gain and pre-wean mortality
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Methods
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Results

Introduction

A.L. Royce, R.J. Sorensen, A.R. Crane, J.L. Lattimer, and C.K. Jones

Impact of Protein Source or Chloride source on Boer Growth 
Growth Performance and Carcass Characteristics 

Objective

O. L. Harrison, S.K. Tauer, B. R. Frederick

• The commercial swine industry has been successfully increasing 

number of pigs born alive per sow in recent years.  However, due to 

limited uterine space, birth weight has been decreasing.

• Smaller birth weights have increased the number of at risk piglets 

(small or runt piglets) in the farrowing rooms.

• Oral drenches have been suggested for use on at risk piglets in order to 

increase energy and appetite and to boost their immune system.

• A variety of ingredient compositions can be found on the market 

today.  Three were chosen for this study based off of their differing 

compositions while maintaining the same health and energy benefits.

• Determine which ingredient composition will increase average 

daily gain and decrease pre-weaning mortality. 

Effects of ingredient composition of oral drenches in small piglets 
post-farrowing on average daily gain and pre-wean mortality
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Click Headings Above to 
View Content

Experimental Procedures

O. L. Harrison, S.K. Tauer, B. R. Frederick

Effects of ingredient composition of oral drenches in small piglets 
post-farrowing on average daily gain and pre-wean mortality

• 877 piglets were put on trial approximately 12 hours post-farrowing

• In a completely randomized design, the bottom 20% were chosen 

by the researcher (bottom 20% included all pigs in the small and 

runt litters and the smallest from all other litters)

• Piglets were weighed, ear tagged, then given one of four drenching 

treatments on day 1

1) none (control), $0.00/dose

2) bioactive proteins (BP), $0.35/dose

3) high energy sugars (HES), $ 0.13/dose

4) immunoglobulins (IgY), $0.24/dose

• Piglets were weighed again on day 19 (weaning) 

• Mortality was tracked throughout the suckling period

• Weaned pig value calculated based on piglet weight at weaning 

(USDA as of 7/19/19) minus the cost of oral drench per pig.
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Conclusions
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A.L. Royce, R.J. Sorensen, A.R. Crane, J.L. Lattimer, and C.K. Jones

O. L. Harrison, S.K. Tauer, B. R. Frederick

Effects of ingredient composition of oral drenches in small piglets 
post-farrowing on average daily gain and pre-wean mortality
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Conclusion

Acknowledgments

O. L. Harrison, S.K. Tauer, B. R. Frederick

Effects of ingredient composition of oral drenches in small piglets 
post-farrowing on average daily gain and pre-wean mortality

• Different ingredient compositions had no significant effect on average 

daily gain or pre-weaning mortality.

• Bioactive Proteins and Immunoglobulins had a numerically lower pre-

wean mortality rate than High Energy Sugars and the Control.

• Weaned pig value for Bioactive Proteins was greatest, while lowest 

value was in pigs given High Energy Sugars.

• Additional research in differing situations, such as summer v. winter, 

greater replications, and disease stressors, are warranted.

This project was funded by the Christensen Farms (Sleepy Eye, MN). 



Additional ePoster Recommendations

• Navigation bars are logical, not distracting
• Do not use animations
• Embedded hyperlinks are intuitive and provide value
• Each slide contains abstract number, title, authors



In-Person Presentation Considerations

• Practice to be fluent and stay within time limit
• Bring an extra copy on a flash drive
• Arrive 10-15 minutes early to check your poster works accurately
• Talk loud enough
• Refer to the poster, but not too much
• Be flexible!
• Prepare for questions



Recorded Presentation Considerations

• Practice to be fluent and stay within time limit
o Do NOT read directly off a script
o Accept (embrace?) minor verbal flaws – keep it conversational

• Use a headset with microphone to record
• Record in Zoom, WebEx, Camtasia, etc., not in PowerPoint
• Use your pointer in a logical, strategic manner
• Include contact information and monitor it
• Listen to your recording, re-record until you are satisfied
• Upload and confirm the uploaded file is correct
• Be responsive to questions

Dr. Cassie Jones

jonesc@ksu.edu


